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IN the following pages, the Author 
wiſhing to be as generally intelligible as poſ- 
ſible, has prefer d a colloquial tyle to that 
which might have been more agreeable to a 
cultivated ear, — He recommends to the at- 
tention of the Reader, the Notes referred to 
by the numbers (1), (2), Sc. 
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| Roman Catholic Liberality. 
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HE wiſh which the Roman Catholicks 
UL have ſhewn to ſatisfy their Proteſtant 
ſcighbours and Countrymen with reſpect 
their political tenets, demands at leaſt 
degree of attention on the part of the 
oteſtants to thoſe communications with 
hich they have been favoured. 

The Committee of the Roman Catholicks 
been pleaſed to intimate, that it was 
tly in conſequence of a Reſolution 
led by the Citizens of London-Derry 
their meeting on the 3d of February laſt, 
it the Roman Catholick Declaration was 


wn up and publiſhed. The Citizens of 
ncon-Derry are unqueſtionably - obliged 
to 


YA 


to the Roman Catholicks for this mark d 


attention; the more ſo, as it evidently im. 
plies a readineſs, on their part, to liſten ti 
ſuch remarks as the peruſal of their Deck 
ration may have ſuggeſted. 


As a Citizen of Derry, and as a Member 
the Meeting of the 3d of February, I ſhall 
therefore take the liberty of ſubmitting tf 

the conſideration of both Ro man Catholic 
and Proteſtants, a few plain and candid ob 
In doing ſo, 
am not conſcious of the leaſt intention i 


ſervations on the ſubject. 


oftend either party; nor do I feel ay 
ſtronger motive than a wiſh to promot 
the inveſtigation of Truth, and to ſerve th 
intereſts of Humanity. 

I apprehend, then, that the Declaratia 
in queſtion will not convey to the minds 
the Proteſtants, all that ſatisfaction whit 
the framers of it might have intended. Fa 
tho' in ſeveral points it is clear and explici 


It paſſes by others which are more fairly in 


putable to the Romiſh Church, and d 
which the Proteſtants ought to be ſatisfied 
before they can be expected to proceed farthe 
in the emanci pation of the Roman Catholick 


For inſtance, it 1s generally ſuppoſed thi 


the R. Catholicks hold as an article of Fait 
thi 


( 
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bat there is no ſalvation out of the Church of 


Was all, it would be of very little moment 
but that they themſelves actually believe 
1 and that their Clergy, in particular, to 
man, maintain it. — Now this may, or 
1 lay not be the caſe; but, at any rate, it 
a point on which the Proteſtants ought 
W be ſatisfied ; becauſe, if the Roman Ca- 
| Folicks do, in fact, hold this ſentiment, no 
Winciple of reaſon or juſtice can oblige the 
roteſtants to intruſt them with power. 
On this ſubject I wiſh to uſe the plaineſt 
Inguage poſſible, becauſe I really think it 
the concern of every Proteſtant, and in- 
ed of every Roman Catholick, in the 
nedom—T ſay, if the Roman Catholicks 
ually hold this ſentiment, no principle of 
aſon or of juſtice can bind the Proteſtants 
intruſt them with power; becauſe, under 
e influence of ſuch a ſentiment, they muſt 
e that power in reſtraining all religions 
It their own. 

For, if the Ran Catholicks FR really 
leve that there is no ſalvation out of the 
ao >rch of Rome, and that all who die with- 
WM conforming to it, go inevitably to 


Wome. I do not mean, that this ſentiment 
merely to be found in their Ritual; if this 


Hell 


Hell, they muſt of courſe believe, that t : 
Proteſtant Religion leads directly to Hell 
that Proteſtant Miniſters are guides to Hh 
—that Proteſtant Places of Worſhip i 
avenues to Hell—and that Proteſtant Do 

trines are that to the ſou], which the mol 

deadly poiſons are to the Body. — For iſ 
theſe propoſitions, harſh as Gin of the 
may appear, are connected together by if 
ceſſary conſequence. p 

And, if they believe all this ſincerc) 
they muſt doubtleſs act accordingly ; that i 
if poſſeſſed of ſufficient power, they mul 
in conſcience, and out of very charity, u 
ſtrain Proteſtant Teachers, ſhut up Protd 
tant Places of Worſhip, and, by all poſi 
means. put a ſtop to the circulation of Pr 
teſtant Loctrines. 

Let me be underſtood — I wn no mei 
ſay, that the Roman Catholicks would 4 
tually do ſo, becauſe I do not pretend 
aſſert that they believe the Doctrine 
queſtion; but if they do actually and co! 
ally believe it, I dety any man to ſhew, h. 
they could, with a ſafe conſcience, act otic 
wiſe than as I have ſtated. 

For, if they were poſſeſſed of ſuffici 
power, how could they ſtand by, - 

the 


„ 
thouſands, and tens of thouſands, of their 
fellow mortals going blindfold to Hell (for 
in this light, if they believe as I have men- 
tioned, Proteſtants muſt appear to them), 


and make no effeCtual effort to prevent 


them ?—Or how could they ſee others more 


knowing than the reſt, making it their very 


trade and buſineſs to lead their fellow crea- 


tures to damnation, and uſe no means to 


reſtrain them? — With what conſiſtency 


could they inflict puniſhments on thoſe who 
murder the body, and at the ſame time pay 
no regard to the much more deplorable mur- 
der of the ſoul? Perhaps they might not 


ſee it their duty to perſecute in the groſs 


ſenſe (1); they probably would not eſtab- 


liſh an Inquiſition, or rekindle the extin- 


guiſhed faggot; but, if in ſuch circum- 


ſtances, they would uſe no reſtraint, no co- | 
ercion, they would, on their own princl- 


ples, be the moſt unreaſonable and the moſt 


uncharitable beings upon earth. 
Suppoſe a ſet of men were to riſe up a- 


mongſt the Proteſtants, who ſhould go about 


and exhort the people to practice every kind 
of impiety—ſhould perſuade them to blaſ- 
pheme God, and to revile the Bible, and 


ſhould profeſſedly exerciſe their diſci- 


ples 


oP 


ples in every ſpecies of profaneneſs—ſup- 
pole we ſhould ſee them opening houſes 
for this purpoſe, and gather ing congrega- 
tions — what would we do in this caſe? 
Would we not conceive it our bounden 
duty to diſcourage them? And would we 
not think the Magiſtracy extremely culpa- 
ble, if it took no meaſures to ſuppreſs them? 
Now, in ſcarcely a leſs odious light, muſt our 
Miniſters, and our Places of Worſhip, ap- 
pear to ſuch of the Roman Catholics as hold 
the ſentiment I have been ſpeaking of; and 
what ground have we to believe that they 
would not act in the ſame manner in the 
one caſe, as we muſt allow we ourſelves 
would in the other? = 
Either the Roman Catholicks do hold this 
opinion, or they do not—lIf they do not 
hold it, it is incumbent on them to diſown 
it. If they do hold it, I cannot help think- 
ing, that common ſenſe and ſolf-preſer- 
vation juſtify the Proteſtants in aka 
from them every degree of power. 
If three-fourths of a community were to 
go mad, would it not be right and juſt for 
the remaining fourth to tie them if they 
could, and to keep them tied till they ſhould 
give 9 that they had recovered their 
rea- 


3 
reaſon. In ſuch a caſe, no one could ſe- 
riouſly aſſert that the mad men being the 
majority, had a right to amuſe themſelves 
with the remainder.— Now, if the Roman 
Catholicks hold the opinion I have been 
ſpeaking of; if they really and bond fide be- 
eve, that all Proteſtants, how good, how 
pious, how virtuous ſoever, muſt be damned, 
unleſs they make their peace with the 
Church, and do ſuit and ſervice to the 
Lord Paramount of Rome, they are morally 
mad; their principles are as hoſtile to ſo- 
ciety as any madneſs whatever; and the 
more numerous they are, the more it is the 
duty of their Proteſtant neighbours and 
countrymen to be on their guard againſt 
them, and to reſtrain them from doing 
miſchief. 
| Farther; if the Roman Catholicks do in- 
deed hold this opinion, to no purpoſe un- 
der Heaven do they diſclaim the other tenets 
mentioned in their Declaration, becauſe, the 
others are all virtually contained in this; 
they all ſpring from this evil root; and to 
| What end does it ſerve to cut off the 
| branches while the root is ſuffered to re- 
main? Whereas, take this away, and all the 
reſt follow of courſe, When we believe that 
QO- 


1 2 


others may go to Heaven tho' they walk not 


in the ſame path with ourſelves, perſecution 
becomes abſurd. It would be ridiculous, as 
well as impious,” 4@wws- to think of aveng- 
ing God Almighty's quarrel on thoſe with 
whom, we acknowledge, He himſelf may be 
at peace; but when once we believe that 
we are in the one only way to eternal hap- 
pineſs, we naturally become inclined to drag 
others into it at all events, and by what- 


ever means. There is no cruelty, no inhu- 


manity, which might not be ſanctioned by 

this preſumption- Under its influence, the 

greateſt temporal inflictions will probably 

be viewed as the greateſt acts of mercy, and 

Charity itſelf will become an executioner to 
torture men into ſalvation. _ 

Once more; if the Roman Catholicks do 


actually hold this opinion, I do not ſee what 


ſatisfactory ſecurity they can give for their 


ſuture condutt—becauſe, the opinion itſelt 


is irrational and enthuſiaſtic, and when men 
are under the influence of an irrational and 
enthuſiaſtic ſentiment, they themſelves can- 
not aſcertain to-day what they may be im- 


pelled to do to-morrow. 'They may be very 


ſincere in their preſent declarations, but if 
this imperious e Mould happen to 
bear 


„ 
bear upon their minds in its full force, no 
declaration, no oath, would be ſufficient to 
= withſtand it. (2) No man can be bound by an 
EZ oath to do what is plainly and clearly evil; 
and, in the light of this principle, what codld 
be more plainly and clearly evil, than to 
= omit uſing the power which God had en- 
= truſted for the good of the Church, eſpeci- 
ally, when by ſuch an omiſſion, thouſands 
of immortal ſouls might be eternally un- 
done. 
bn the other hand; if the Roman Catho- 
licks do NoT hold this opinion, it is peculi- 
arly incumbent on them to diſown it, not 
K only for the reaſons implied i in the foregoing 
= paragraphs, but alſo, for a farther, and, to 
them, if poſſible, a ſtill more intereſting 
one becauſe, were this imputation fairly 
done away, not one plauſible objection could 
be made to their gradual emancipation. For, 
let hot-headed zealots rave as they may a- 
bout the rights of conqueſt, or let them din 
our cars ever ſo much with high ſounding. 
blaſphemies of an appeal to Heaven, and the 
deciſion of the Deity (3), (arguments which 
would ſerve to juſtify a band of cut-throats, 
or a Jacobine mob), on no ground whatever 
could the general disfranchiſement of the 
1 5 Ro. 


Bi 


Roman Catholicks be vindicated, if it was 
clearly proved, that they. held no principle 
| hoſtile, to ſociety. In this caſe, common 
ſenſe and common juſtice would plead in 
their behalf with; irreſiſtible energy ; nor 
would it be poſlible, in the nature of things, 
to exclude them, for any length of time, 
from a reaſonable ſhare in thoſe political 


advantages which are enjoyed by the other 


Members of the Community. 
To all this it will perhaps be replied, 
That the Roman Catholicks have already, 


in their Declaration, done, in effect, what 


has been propoſed. [ have examined every 
part of it, butcan diſcover no ſort of reference 
to the opinion in queſtion, I was the more 
attentive to this particular, becauſe it was 
certainly a renunciation of the kind I have 
been ſpeaking of, which the Citizens of 
Derry looked for at their hands; it was this, 
and nothing ſhort of this, Sick. we in- 
tended by a Declaration of * Liberality and 


Chriſtian Charity. PS "Tis true, they „ ; 


lemnly diſavow the principle of © murdering, 


n deſtroying, c or any way injuring any perſon 
« on pretence of being a Heretick.“ But 
this is ſo far from amounting to what [ 


have been ſuggeſting, that it might | be 


thou ght 
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thought to imply the direct reverſe, viz, 
that they ſtill conſider us as Heretichs. For 
might it not be ſuppoſed, that if this was 
not the caſe, they would tell us plainly, 
tis idle to talk of not murdering, deſtroy- 
ing, or injuring you on pretence of your 
being Hereticks; we do not believe you to 
be Hereticks at all; we believe you may be 

[; | as acceptable to the gracious Father of all 
© as ourſelves; conſequently we can have no 
ſound a quarrel with you on a religious 
| account.” This would have been ſimple 
Y and ingenuous, ſenſible and ſatisfactory — 
ere and deſtroying, we truſt, are 
out of the queſtion; but if the Roman 
RE Catholicks do actually believe that we are 
Hereticks, and, of courſe, that our religion 
places us in a ſtate of damnation (5), their 
engagement not to injure us is nugatory; 
becauſe, the reſtraints which would ap- 
pear to us as injurious, might, by them, 
be conſidered as the higheſt poſſible aQs of 
kindneſs, Who would conſider it as inju- 
g Fious to force from the hand of a lunatic 
the knife with which he was going to do 
dimſelf miſchief?— But if the holders” of. 
his opinion could even be induced to let us 


o to Hell in our own way, ſtill would they 
not 
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not think it their duty to guard their own pec- 
Ple from the malignant influence of our 
doctrine and example? For either or both 
theſe purpoſes, gentle coercions and ſalu- 
tary pains and penalties might be deemed 
indiſpenſable; and inſtead of appearing in- 
furious or immoral, they muſt, on the prin. 
ciple we are ſpeaking of, be conſidered as 
highly moral and highly meritorious, and in- 
deed as the very quinteſſence of le I; 
love, £1 
It may be objected farther, that the prin 
ciple of - intolerance is not peculiar to the 
Roman Catholick ſyſtem, for that it ap- 
pears juſt as ſtrongly marked in the Proteſ-ſM 
tant Prayer-book as in the Romiſh Ritual 
Whether this is, or is not, the caſe, I ſhallſ 
not enquire, becauſe it 1s nothing to the x 
_ preſent queſtion. 1 haye not ſaid one word þ 
of what is in the Romiſh Ritual, but 
of what the Roman Catholicks are ſup- 
poſed to believe; and the thing propoſe 
to them, is not to purge their Ritual, buff 
to do juſtice to themſelves. Whatever ma 
be in the Proteſtant Prayer- book, the Pro. 
teſtants themſelves are undeniably liberal(0) 
Even their Clergy ſpeak out their ſentiment 
honey and boldly :—* There are,” * 


„ 


© 
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br. Jortin, the learned Arch-Deacon of Lon- 


don (a man who well knew what he was 


L ſaying) * propoſitions contained in our Li- 
£ « turgy and Articles, which no man of 
common ſenſe amongſt us believes. No 


one believes that all the members of the 


5 Greek Church are damned, becauſe they 
4 admit not the proceſſion of the Holy 


« Ghoſt from the Son; yet, the Athanaſian 


Creed, according to the uſual and obvi- 
Z * ous ſenſe, teacheth this.” 


Roman Catholicks ſpeak out like this honeſt 


man, and we ſhall never think of upbraiding 
them with their Ritual. That would be 
manly and rational — to ſhelter themſelves 
under the Proteſtant Ritual is py 
E quibbling. 

Again; it may be aſſerted. that [ lay too 
much ſtreſs on a mere theological opinion, 
and that I err in ſuppoſing that a tenet of 
this kind ſhouid have any very material in- 
© fluence on common conduct. To this I ſhall 
only reply, that I do no more in this reſpect 
chan Rouſſeau and Helvetius, (men not very 


likely to lay too great a ſtreſs on religious 
opinions) have done before me. © Intole- 


| * rance” ſaith the former of theſe, “ is that 


Y horfible dogma, which arms nan againſt 
66 man, 


— Let the 


TWH 
© man; and makes all who embrace it the 
© enemies of the human race. It is idle to 
% ſuppoſe that civil tolerance can have 
place, where theological tolerance is 
wanting. (7) Theſe two kinds of tolerance 
are inſeparable; the one cannot exiſt 
« without the other; Angels themſelves 
e would not live in peace with thoſe whom 
e they conſidered as the ppg of God.” 
And the latter obſerves, © There is only 
* one caſe where 1 may be highly 
4 hurtful to a nation; that caſe is, where 
« a nation tolerates an intolerant Religion, 
* Such a Religion” (adds he, evidently on the 
fuppoſition of that opinion which I have 
been ſpeaking of) © is the Catholick,” Where 
their religion becomes powerful, it will 
ſhed the blood of its thoughtleſs protec- 
tors, and, as a ſerpent, poiſon the boſom 
* which cheriflied | STE 
Laſtly; it may be objected, that the 
Doctrine in queſtion is ſo exceedingly ab- 
ſurd, that it is an affront to the underſtand. 
ing of the Roman Catholicks to propoſe a 
_ difavowal of it. In anſwer to this I would 
obſerve, that the Roman Catholicks have 
already taken the trouble of renouncing 


ſome of the abſurdeſt tenets in the . 
an 


* 


* 
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* 
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bind ſince they have gone ſo far for the ſake 
of ſatisfying their Proteſtant country men, 
It is reaſonable to ſuppoſe that they would 
have no objection to renounce other tenets, 
1 ho equally abſurd, to make that ſatis- 
dion complete. That the tenet in queſ- 
ion is the abſurdeſt of all abſurdity, is in- 
Wiſputable ; but ſtill it is to be found in the 
moſt approved Roman Catholick writers,— 
In the books particularly which are pub- 
l ned for the uſe of our countrymen of that 
þcrſuaſion, it is inculcated, ſometimes thro” 
dear a hundred pages together, with all the 
pflammatory ardour of unqualified intole- 
Ence, (8) A Proteſtant. can ſcarcely dip 
bto. one of theſe, without meeting, again 
nd again, the direful ſentence of his own 
amnation.:, Under , theſe | circumſtances, 
berefore, it is more fairly imputable to the 
oman Catholicks, and muſt be more juftly 
fienſive to the Proteſtants, than any thing 
ey have renounced already. And they 
anot in reaſon expect, but that it will 
th be imputed to them, and operate ef- 
aually againſt them, until, by an inge 
ous renunciation of it, they vindicate 
ur underſtandings and their hearts. 


Let: 
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Let then the Iriſh Roman Catholicks iſ 
come forward, like Chriſtians, and like Mer, 
and renounce this parent error, as explicitly 
as they have renounced others, its offspring, 
Let them diſclaim thoſe exclufive notions of 
God's favour, and eternal ſalvation, which 
would diſgrace the underſtanding of an in. 
fant, which, if they actually held them, 
would place them, on the graduated ſcale of | 
ſociety, far below our females and our mi 
nors, and which might indeed move our 
pity, but muſt for ever exclude them from 
our confidence, In a word, let them receive 
us as their fellow Chriſtians, as unequivo- 


cally as they ſeek to be our fellow Citizens 
Thus, and thus only, can the cauſe d 


Catholick emancipation be adequately mait- 
tained—on this ground alone, can a Tem: 
ple, ſacred to Iriſh Unity, be permanent) 
raiſed. But were this foundation once wel 
ſecured, every teal friend to mankind, ever) 
true Patriot, would gladly contribute hi 
aid to the erection of a ſtructure, which 
reſting on Chriſtian Charity, and cemented 
by Common Intereſt, would be, at once, tit 
grace, the glory, and the happineſs of t th 
too PE divided Nation, 
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8 IT is very poſſible to condemn nn in the groſ 
ee, and yet approve of and vindicate it in a lower degree 
indeed that can be called a lower degree, which ſpares 
to protrat miſery). We have a remarkable inſtance 
this in that celebrated Preacher, Maſſillon, who, in 
t funeral oration on Louis Je Grand, looks back u upon 
Ih: maſſacre of St. Bartholomew with horror, and yet tri- 
Wnphs in the Revocation of the Edict of Nantz. The 
1 Wage i is worth the attention of the Reader, as it affordy 
1 elancholy proof of the effe&. of bigotry even on the 
yſt ingenious mind. —— Speaking of the conduct of 
Puis upon this occaſion, he ſays, 
| «To what lengths did he not carry his zeal for the 
church, that genuine virtue of Sovereigns, who have 
received the ſword, and the truſt of power, merely that 
(they might defend its Dodtrines, and ſupport its Altars. 
Here the events themſelves ſpeak for me and the 
editious plaints of exiled Hereſy, which haye ſo long 
re- echoed throughout al! Europe, as well as the cla- 
mours of the falſe Prophets, who haye ſounded every 
here, after the example of their fathers, the ſignal of 
ar and vengeance againſt Louis theſe have gone be- 
ſore me in making the eulogy. © of his zeal, 
In vain did the ſpecious reaſonings of Stateſmen op- 
poſe to Louis the timid views of human wiſdom. The 
rength « of the empire impaired by the flight of ſo many 
tizens—the courſe of commerce ſlackened by the pri- 
ation of their induſtry, and the ſ ſurreptitious transfer of 
heir wealth—the neighbouring nations, patrons c of He- 
ſy, ready, to arm in its defence. Dangers anjmate his 
al — the work of God feareth not men. He even 
rulteth to eſtabliſh his own throne by overthrowing that 
| D | of 
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« of Error. The profane 'Temples are deſtroyed — ;M 
| © Pulpits of ſeduQtion are beaten down—the Prophet of 
© lies are torn from the flocks which they had ſeduced 
“ and the ſtrange aſſemblies are reunited to the afſemlj : 
e of the Faithful. Time, grace, inſtrucion, accompſii 
« by degrees, a change of which force can obtain a 
e the appearance and Error, which having ſprung wi 
4 at the firſt in France, ſeemed to have ſtruck down et 
'« nal roots; and thoſe tares, which had ſo many tiny 
threatened to choak the good ſeed amongſt us; and } 
« reſy, ſo long formidable to the Throne by the ftrengil 
& of its places, by the weakneſs of former reigns fo 
ce to tolerate it, by a deluge of French blood which it bl 
4 cauſed to flow, by the number of its partizans, and 
ce the haughty ſcience of its Doctors, by the ſupportd 
©, ſo many nations, and even by the ancient remembram 
ce of that bloody day, which ought to be effaced from a 
4 annals, which piety and humanity will ever difon 
“ and which, in attempting to cruſh the evil under d 
« of our laſt Kings, re- animated its force and its fury, a 
ce made of its blood, if I may ſpeak ſo, the ſeed of n 
* Ds Heb. I ſay, fortified by ſo many rampal 
ce falls under the firſt blow which Louis aims at it; it d 
ce appears, and is reduced, either to conceal ſelf in f 
« darkneſs from which it had emerged, or to pak! 
« ſeas, and carry, together with its falſe Gods, its! 
ce and its bitterneſs into diſtant lands. | 
« Happy, if ſubmiſſion had prevented chaſtiſement- 
inſtead of yielding to Authority, it had yielded on) 
Truth; and if its followers, content, for the moſt i 

with 5 apparent ſubmiſſion to the Sovereign, had! 
ce rived from the zeal of Louis ſome other advantage, | 
ſides that of leaving to their children and their grab 
children, the felicity of obeying the Church at this 6 
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But, at length, to the eternal glory. of Louis, France is 
purged from . ſcandal - the taint. which had been he- 
reditary in ſo many families, is expelled - there is no 
longer amongſt | us but one fold and one ſhepherd ;, and 
it Fear made hypocrites at the firſt, Inſtruction has ſince 
made true believers of thoſe who came after them“ 
tze reader need ſcarcely be informed, that the . 
Whicvement, celebrated by this perverted eloquence, was a 
7 pmplication of every thing unjuſt and inhuman; that it 
Wyolyed many thouſands of innocent and conſcientious 
! aims, without regard to rank, age, or ſex, in the moſt 
| p zeravated miſery ; that it was perpetrated in direct vio- 
ion of the. moſt ſolemn obligations, and in flat contra- 
Naion to every principle of ſound; policy—and, that all 
Wis was done at the inſtigation of a bigoted and unrelent- 
&- Prieſthood, by a Prince, who, on other occaſions, had 
Nen evident proofs of generoſity and equity. And could 
He projectors of this barbarous buſineſs hope to juſtiſy 
ſemſelves ? They could; and if it was true, that there 
as no ſalyation out of the Church of Rome, they would 
able to juſtify themſelyes to their own conſciences, to 
e world, and to God; for this principle would juſtiſy 
ery coercive, . and, if nothing elſe would do, every ſan- 
nary meaſure—it would juſtify. the extirpation of all the 
Iult Proteſtants in a nation at once, if their children and 
eir grand- children could not otherwiſe be made Catho- 
ks——For an account of this abominable tranſaction, 
the Reader conſult , Mo ſacinn's Eccleſi offical Hiſtory, 
ol. 4, Te 228. 


NOTE 2.—Page 13. 


L am far from i imputing even to the holders of this tenet, 
at they do not reverence. an oath, much leſs that they 


gra huld ever think of taking an oath with the intention of 
8d üg it; 1 only ents that they might poſſi bly yield 
to 


1575 


to ine ſoree of that generally received thaxiiiy, hat a ſnl 
engagement is more ſafely broken than kept; and that 
engagement not to abridge the religious liberty of Prot 


2 


manfler? Becauſe, © no neceſſity could empower any fi : | 
4 to withdraw himſelf from the obſervance of thoſe wii 


"RETRACT, aud informing Hit, that he muſt, to iſ 
Frtar ſotrow, depfite him of the dignity f che Caf! 


4 the National Conſtitution, by giving men the freedom if 
it ſap'd the foundation of the Church, and put an « 


| guaranties to men © the freedom of Hinking and ſpeakiq 


t | : 


kants, fight, one time-or 6ther, appear to thei in a fm 
light. If 1 mould be thought to have injured them ii 
theſe ſuppoſitions, 1 can only ſay, that 1 have been fed 
make them by the recent conduct of the Higheſt u 
charddter in the Church. — The Rrchbimob ef 88 
(Carcknal de 1a Lomiehie) Had thought it his duty to ü 
the Civie Oath; enſoined by the National 'AMembly ii 
Frihee ; but the Pope being of opinion, that he con 
not have diſgraced the ſacred Purple more” foully thu 
by taking this oath; and romplying with it, We dire 
brief to the Cardinal, Fc lorting Mm in the Lird T0 


Ballhip, unleſs he ſhotſd make reparation for the oF 
fence: he had given the publick : by à ſea on able and con 
petent ſatisfaction. And Why did his Holineſs a in i 


&« ties which he owes to God and the Church; ' and H 
cauſe, it was © obvious to every diſcerning perſon, th 


« thinking” (mark t4/nking) © and writing on Religion: 
« they liſt, oppoſed Religion itſelf; and, at the ſame tin 
ce that it opened a paſſage for ſtrange and novel opinict 


& to all its Rights.” —Such are the reaſons aſſigned by K 
Holineſs in his brief ; and the inference 1s inevitable, thi 
in the judgement of the preſent Pope, that oath whid 


« on religion as they lift,” is a /finful oath; that“ 
&« neceſſity can empower any man” to take ſuch an oath 
and that, if by circumſtances he may have been induce 


t $ 1 
rake Tt; it is Hicumbent on hit fo retrah with alt poſſible 
expedition. Tt is confeſſed, and indeed could eaſily be 


proved, that all this could have no manner of weight 


with enlightened Roman Catholicks. But with reſpe& to 
thoſe who hold, that there is no ſalvation out of the 


Chiirth of Rome, we certainly have no ground to think 


that they Would reaſon or act one whit more r or 
N 2211 co their met. 
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NOT FE >. Page 13. 
Ae mention. of an © Appeal to Heaven” will bring to 


the Reader's $ recolleQion, the late Manifeſto of the Cor- 


poration: of Dublin, the leading principle of which every 
good man muſt have ſeen with indignation. What could 
more Arongly matk an entire want of All political wiſdom, 


and even of moral principle, thin the with to deprive 


millions, for ever, of all that the generous defire, and the 


ambitious pant after, merely (as it ſhould ſeem) to perpe- 


tuate the pride of conqueſt. ' It is on the ground of ſelf. 
preſervation; unly, that the reſtrictions in queſtion can 
be vindicated for a moment. It may be neceſſary, during 
the fight 'of Ignorance and Bigotry, to ſacrifice many va- 


ſuable eanhderirichs to common Tafety ; but Wiſdom and 


Humanity will ook out, with eagerneſs, for the returning 
dawn; and in proportion as the light of Reaſon and In- 
ferwötlon advances, will rejoice to reſtore that order of 
things, which is mot N to | general ation and to 


no rodim for the oilevfer ener of thell fleet Polificans, who 


would do every thing in an hour: The deepeſt political 
ee would "ai de neceſſary to abate the prejudices of 


to repreſs the precipitation of others to adopt ſuch 


0800 ſor ſatisfy ing jolt claims, as Would afford no en- 
couragemetit to wild Speculation, or unruly Faction — and, 
Pape to ſettle ſuch a Pike ſyſtem of Catholic en-- 


fran- 


4 
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franchiſement, as would provide againſt undue preponder- 


ance, and ſecure a ſort of. ieee Nee the un 
mer in the State. ; 


— 


5 NOTE 1 14. PAL ks 
of be Reſ olution of [thay Sime 90 lenden ban at 


e 


e Ireland rd agitating $2 co tending to he + {hol 


of their Roman Catholick countrymen, we conceive it 
is incumbent on the Clergy and leading members of that 

perſuaſion, to.come forward, in their ſeyeral counties, 
« cities, and diſtriQts, and to make ſolemn and explicit de- 
« clarations, not only of their principles reſpeQing Civil 
ec and Political Liberty, but alſo of their Liberality and 
« Chriſtian Charity toward thoſe. who differ from them in 
* Religious n, or Modes A. W bs. | 
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"NOTE; 75 ̃ page 15. 
neceſſarily. vi view ee as in a | ata, 57 þ ortho ae «A 
* Reretick”” according. to the received opinion “ is one 
« who, obſtinately maintains any thing contrary to the 
& known faith and practice of the Holy Catholick 
Church,“ and ſuch, we are expreſsly told, “ were 
% LUTHER and CALvin, who denied the authority of 
e the Church, and the ſupremacy of St. Peter,—Man (it 
4e is ſaid) may fall into all kinds of vice and immorality, 
« but if his Faith remain, there may be ground for his 
te converſion and repentance; but if, thro? Hereſy, he de- 
te ſtroys his Faith, he extinguiſhes the light of his ſoul; 
« he walks in the dark, and knows not whither he goes; 
« he wanders from darkneſs into darkneſs, until he falls 
« into the abyſs of eternal darkneſs and deſpair. I find 


this account of Hereſy in a book, intitled The Poor Man's 
Cate- 
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Catechiſm, . and publiſhed for the infleufion o 
the Roman Catholicks of the lower claſs; and [I leave it 


to any candid Roman Catholick to conſider, whether it 
is poſſible to reconcile, either to liberality of mind, or 
common ſenſe, a principle which would ſuppoſe a Catho- 
lick Bo RGA to be in a ſafer ſtate with reſpect to ſalvation, 
than a Proteſtant Howarp !—It is painful to meet ſuch a 
ſentiment in a book, which, on all the general e of 
religion and morality, is pious and inſtructive. 


NOTE 6. — Page 16. 

Until certain modern advocates of the Roman Catho- 
licks thought fit to charge intolerance upon Proteſtants, (as 
the only way left them, of palliating what they could not 
defend, and were unwilling to give up) the liberality of 
the latter was not only granted by writers of the Romiſh 
Communion, . but one of - their moſt popular arguments 
was actually founded upon it. By coming over to the 
Catholick Church,” they uſed to ſay, “ your ſalvation 
will be more ſecure than it is now even on your o. n 
principles. For, you allow that we may be ſaved, but 
we deny that you can be ſaved; in your j:efent ſtate, 
therefore, your ſafety reſts upon the opinion of your 
own Church only-- with us, it is e by the ſuf- 
« frages of both.” 

A remarkable teſtimony to the colevanne ſpirit of Prote- 
ſtantiſm occurs in the th Volume of LeSpefacle de la Na- 
lure, page 297 : © The principles of the Reformation” 
(the author obſerves) “ are within one ſtep of univerſal 
« toleration, if they are not the ſame thing; for to allow 
* to another the liberty of diſtinguiſhing and chuſing a 
* doctrine, implies alſo that he is to have liberty to follow 
it, otherwiſe it is to allow him nothing at all.” Again, 
page 302 : The ſocieties which call themſelves reformed, 
are at this day tolerant. The chief part of thoſe who 
9 have ſeparated from * Catholick Church, late none 15 
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5 + * they wands even tolerate her, if ſhe was. not in. 
10 tolerant — this is her crime. They cannot ſpeak of her 


“% with patience, becauſe that ; in her the defence of the 
cc faith 1 is too well preſerved,” 3 requeſt that the candid 


Reader will pay attention to the fulneſs of this teſti- 
mony; were it not for the very laſt expreſſion, we might 


ſuppoſe th&&good Catholick intended to be the eulogiſt 


of the Proteſtant Religion, and to juſtify its profeſſors 


againſt the charge of undue diſlike to the Church of Rome. 
1 might ſafely challenge any perſon who would hope to 


excuſe his own bigotry, by an appeal to the ſuppoſed into- 
lerance of the Eftabliſhed Church, to produce one fingle 


writer of that Communion in this or the neighbouring 
kingdom, from the Reformation to the preſent day, who 
has directly, or indirectly, expreſſed an intolerance! analo- 
gous to that of the Church of Rome — I mean, who has 


aſſerted that there is no ſalvation out of his own Church. 


Even in the laſt century, when the prejudices of Pro- 
teſtants, and eſpecially of Proteſtant Diſſenters, againſt the 
Roman Catholicks were at their height, thoſe prejudices 
were not ſtrong enough to repreſs the liberalizing ſpirit of 


the reformed Religion. We have a ſtriking inſtance of 


this in Baxter, one of the leaders of the Diſſenters at 
that period: & I thought once,” ſays he, © that Mr. 
« Perkins had well proved, that a Papiſt cannot go beyond 
® a Reprobate; but, now I doubt not, but that God hath 


46. many ſanctified ones among them, who have received the 
1. true doctrine of Chriſtianity, ſo practically, that their 


* contradiftory errors prevail not againſt them to hinder 


| & their love to God, and their ſalvation, but that their 


& errors are like a conquerable doſe of it on, which na- 
ic ture doth overcome; and I can never believe, that a man 
© may not be ſaved by that religion, which doth bring 


&* him to the love of God and a heavenly mind, nor that 


«© God will caſt into Hell that ſoul that loveth Him.” — 


i Baxter 4 Life by H-mſelf, Part I. page 131 3 
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Let me recommend this ſentiment, admirable for its 
Igenuity, as well as its piety and liberality, to the atten- 
1 pn of every candid Roman Catholick. It ſhews that a 
7 Peral- minded man might be illiberal in a particular in- 
f Bnce for want of examination; and I would fain infer 
Wm it, that if Roman Catholicks are illiberal, it is for 
. > moſt part from the ſame cauſe, and that their illibera- 
Wy alſo would give way to a fair inveſtigation. 

I cannot help contraſting this paſſage from Paxter, 
With another from a Roman Catholick work publiſhed 
Wately as the year 1783, and which, from the liſt of 

W(cribers prefixed to it, appears to have had the 
aon of all the Biſhops and principal Clergy of 
it Communion in Ireland. It is intended to inſtru& 
Roman Catholicks of this country in the tenets of 
Wir Religion, and, I ſuppoſe, contains as fair and full 
account, and as ingenious a defence, of thoſe tenets, 
any where to be met with: Tt is called The Sincere 
iſtian inſtructed in the Faith of Chriſt. At the 249th. 
e of the 2d volume, after having applied to Proteſtant 
chers all the damnatory texts in the New Teſtament, 

forced them to fit by proper comments, the author 

es this comfortable concluſion : Now, if all thoſe who 
reak off from the Church of . Chrift, and all thoſ- who 
ach falſe doftrines, contrary to the faith once revealed 


- * 
+ 
* * 


her, and which ſhall never depart out of her mouth, 

e condemned in ſuch ſtrong and ſevere terms by the 

loly Ghoſt in his Holy Scriptures, what condition muſt 
r oſe be in, who follow ſuch falſe teachers, and hold 
ir ch pernicious do rine ? Is there the ſmalleſt reaſon to 


ppoſe, that ſalvation can poſſibly be found among ra- 


mus wolves, ſeducers of the flick, ſpeakers of perverſe 
gt Is it poſſible to be ſaved in pernicions ſes, dam- 


ble herefies, falſe dofirines, diſſentions, and offences, 
trary to the doctrine received from the Apoſtles? 


E Can 


[' 30 J 
& Can THESE be ſure guides to Heaven, whom the wong? 
of God declares to be enemies to the Croſs of Chriſt, ui 
« Antichriſts, whoſe end is deftruftion ? Who fall und 
e the curſe of the Apoſtle, to whom the miſt of dark 
&« is reſeryed?” I make no remark, but conſign both mo 
ſages to the judgment of the Reader. z 
After © a miſt of darkneſs,” even the twinkling of 2 
litary ſtar is pleaſant — ſuch a ſtar, and truly of the fu 
magnitude, I diſcover amongſt the Roman Catholicks then 
ſelves, at a period, which, we might ſuppoſe to have be 
much darker than the preſent. I mention it as a pra 
that the Benign ſentiments juſt now exhibited, va 
not abſolutely univerſ al in the Church of Rome, even fi 
the laſt century. I was carried,” ſaith Burnet, Hiſt" 
of his own Times, vol. 1, fol. page 315, © by a Ria 
to the Jeſuits of St. Anthonie's ; there I ſaw Pere gu 
e dalou, eſteemed one of the greateſt preachers of the 2 
* and one of the honours of his order. He was a mant 
&« a ſweet temper, not at all violent againſt ProteſtanyM 
ce on. the. contrary, he believed good men amongſt the 
© might be ſaved.” —Burnet adds, © this was a pitchd 
Charity which I had never obſerved in any of the learnt 
« of that communion.” Bourdaloue was equal, in the ei 
quence of the pulpit, to Maſſillon himſelf— how mu 
ſuperior he was in candour and liberality, the reader h 
had an opportunity to judge, 1 contemplate his charadt 
as a traveller views a ſpot of rich N after hay 
neren a oa ang fandy: deſert, 


1 


ORE NOTE 7 8 18. 

It! is s ſcarcely neceſſary to obſerve, that Rouſſeau mei 
by T heolegical Tolerance, the belief, that the favour off 
Deity. is not confined. to one Church only, but that gd 
men of all perſuaſions are, equally, in proportion to tht 


e, the objects of the ei love.— The quotati 
E 


| 1 
om Helvetius, tho? an a ſevere cenſure upon the 
urch of Rome, can be applied to it no farther than as 
is intolerant. To thofe Roman Catholicks who reject 
e principle of excluſive. ſalvation, it is utterly inapplicable; 
; or, with reſpect to them, the poiſon- -teeth of the ſerpent 
e extracted, and, in the prophetic phraſe, „the Child 
may put his hand upon the Cockatrice den.” Having 
either Rouſſeau nor Helvetius within my reach, I was 
: "aw to quote the former from Madam de Genlis's book, 
"Entitled La Religion Conſideree, page 368, Note 4, and the 
er, from the Monthly Review for June 1792, page 
% in which the Reader is referred to Helvetius's Tract, 
Y p- L' Homme, Sect. 4, C. 21. The ſame difficulty occurred 
With reſpect to Jortin's Poſthumous Tracts and therefore 
WT have given the paſſage, as I find.it quoted in the account 


thoſe 1 88 in the Arn, Review for Jon. 1792, 
= . 1 N 


— 
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5 NOTE age 19. 


| Of the book, mentioned above, entitled The Sincere 
Frriſian, Sc. near an hundred pages are occupied in 
Proving, that no man dying out of the Church of Rome 
n be ſaved. The point is handled with elaborate ſo- 
Whiſtry, nor is any thing left unſaid which might tend to 
fame the bigotry of the Roman Catholicks, and to make 
roteſtantiſm the object of their horror and deteſtation, 
ſhe publication of ſuch a bock in this country, 1s indeed 
honourable, tho? unintended proof of the tolerant ſpirit 
{ Proteſtants. But can we help conſidering it as a ſtrong 
vert-a&t of the intolerance of thoſe who have patronized 
, unleſs they convince us of the contrary by n 
e ſentiment which it inculcates? | 
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on a fair examination it will be found to 


but, by no means, to the liberal and en. 


lighrened of the Roman Catholick Com. 
nen. ch 


publick mind, no obſtacle to the comple 


the amount of the condition which I * 


1 
POSTSCRIPT 


1P any reflection in the foregoing Pages 
ſhould, at firſt ſight, be conſidered as ſevere 


apply only to the bigoted and the intolerant 


My intention, [tra needs no #polog 
I have wiſhed to throw ſome addition 
light upon one of the moſt intereſting ſub. 
jects which ever engaged the attention of: 
Nation, and to bring to the bar of Reaſot 
what ſome have abſurdly repreſented as1 
queſtion of Power. _ 

By ſuch an attempt, I would hope to 
ſerve the cauſe of liberal-minded Roma 
Catholicks; for if the hints which I hav: 
offered were to have full force upon tht 
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tion of their reaſonable wiſhes would re- 
main, except that which I truſt they them 
ſelves would account It honourable to re- 


move. 


For what, in the ſimpleſt view of it, 


beel 


E391. 
been inſiſting on? Is it any thing more 
than a reaſonable ſecurity, that the Roman 
Catholicks are competent to the duties in 
which they are deſirous to engage, and that 
they are not diſqualified for being aſſociated 
with us in the ſuperintendence of our com- 
mon liberties. 9 95 
And this, I conceive, exactly coincides 
with the principle admitted by their illuſ- 
trious advocate *, that the proper ſubjects of 
emancipation are en//2/tenea Roman Catho- 
licks; for by no figure of ſpeech could 
thoſe men be termed enlighiened, who would 
refuſe to admit the ſalvability of a Proteſtant 
Alt is impoſſible to be enlightened, and to 
be, at the ſame time, immured i in the dun- 
I geon of Bigotry. 
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= * Mr. GrRATTAN in his Speech on the motion ſor a he Roman 
. c Petition, 20th Feb. 1792. 
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bottom of the page. 
Read * this good Catholick, & c.“ 
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and add “ a? at the 


end of the line. 
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